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Response to Letter Re Power of Attorney 



In response to the letter of October 3, 2003, refusing entry of a Power of Attor- 
ney, Applicants herewith present its remarks. Applicants urge reconsideration and entry 
of the Power of Attorney filed on July 17, 2003. 



Remarks 

The Power of Attorney signed by Dr. Neil Bradshaw has not been entered for 
failure to satisfy 37 C.F.R. § 3.73(b). Reconsideration is urged. 



Mailing Certificate : I hereby certify that this correspondence is today being deposited with the 
U.S. Postal Service as First Class Mail in an envelope addressed to: Commissioner for Patents 
and Trademarks; Post Office Box 1450; Alexandria, VA^231j3^450. 
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37 C.F.R. § 3.73(b) requires: 

1) The Assignee of the entire right, title and interest to establish ownership by 
submitting to the Office documentary evidence of a chain of title from the original 
owner to the assignee or by specifying (e.g. reel and frame number, etc.) where such 
documentary evidence is recorded; 

2) The Assignee of a patent application or patent must submit a statement speci- 
fying that the evidentiary documents have been reviewed and certifying that, to the 
best of assignee's knowledge and belief, title is in the assignee seeking to the action. 

Applicants have previously satisfied both of these criterion. 

First, on June 5, 2003, the Attorney for Assignee submitted Patent Assignment 
and Patent Assignment Recordation Form Cover Sheet to the Office, attached hereto as 
Krenicky Exhibit A. These documents establish ownership and confirm that the As- 
signee of the entire right, title and interest to the above-referenced patent application 
submitted to the Office documentary evidence of a chain of title from the original owner 
to the assignee. Accordingly, requirement 1 above has been satisfied. 

Second, on July 15, 2003, the Attorney for the Assignee submitted Revocation 
and New power of Attorney to the Office, attached hereto as Krenicky Exhibit B. This 
document signed by Dr. Neil Bradshaw of the University of Bristol (Assignee) clearly 
state "To the best of my knowledge, University of Bristol is the assignee of record of the 
patent application identified above. Accordingly, it is urged that requirement 2 above, 
and all requirements of 37 C.F.R. § 3.73(b) were satisfied. 

Third, attached hereto as Krenicky Exhibit C is a copy of the Assignment Recor- 
dation form from the USPTO indicating reel/frame 014148/0163 as the location of the 
assignment (Krenicky Exhibit B). In the event that the Examiner does not reconsider 
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the previous objection, the Examiner is urged to consider this entire submission as a 
new submittal of Revocation and New Power of Attorney dated June 9, 2003, which 
fully complies with 37 C.F.R. § 3.73(b). 

Respectfully submitted, 

Stephen P. McNamara, Registration No. 32,745 

Michael W. Krenicky, Registration No. 45,411 

Attorneys for Applicants v 

St.Onge Steward Johnston & Reens llc 

986 Bedford Street 

Stamford, CT 06905-5619 

203 324-6155 



